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A major challenge in quantum key distribution (QKD) with spatial modes lies in efficiently gen-
erating, manipulating, and detecting high-dimensional quantum states. Here, we present a hybrid
QKD protocol that integrates entanglement-based and prepare-and-measure approaches, utilizing
position and momentum correlations of photon pairs generated via spontaneous parametric down-
conversion. Through projective measurements on one photon, the sender remotely prepares spatial
modes at the receiver’s end, simplifying state preparation. Detection is enhanced using advanced
event-based single-photon cameras. Our scheme supports QKD in a 545-dimensional Hilbert space–
the highest reported for spatial encoding–achieving 5.07 bits per coincidence in an optimized 90-
mode configuration. This work demonstrates a scalable route to high-dimensional, spatially encoded
quantum communication.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement between two or more particles is one of
the most profound concepts in quantum theory, form-
ing the cornerstone of both foundational investigations
and emerging quantum technologies [1]. On a concep-
tual level, entanglement challenges our classical under-
standing of nature, raising fundamental questions about
the nature of reality and the principle of locality. From
a technological perspective, entanglement serves as the
primary resource, enabling capabilities beyond those of
classical systems, including quantum computing [2, 3],
advanced sensing techniques [4–6], quantum teleporta-
tion [7, 8], and secure communication protocols [9, 10].
Of the aforementioned technologies, quantum communi-
cations, in particular quantum key establishment or dis-
tribution (QKD), is primed to be one of the first quantum
technologies to reach maturity and be implemented in
wide-scale deployments [11]. This allows individuals to
communicate with absolute certainty of privacy over the
quantum internet, provided that the observed error rate
on the communication channel remains below a known
threshold. There are two main types of QKD protocols:
prepare-and-measure [12] and entanglement-based [13].
In the former, one party (commonly referred to as Al-
ice) prepares single photons in randomly chosen quantum
states and transmits them to the receiving party (Bob).
This process must be truly random, requiring a quantum
random number generator (QRNG) and very precise con-
trol over the generation and manipulation of quantum
states to ensure the protocol’s security and efficiency.
Entanglement-based QKD protocols, on the other hand,
have their randomness inherently built in. The genera-
tion of entangled photons, most often through sponta-
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neous parametric downconversion (SPDC), is a random
process where the output photon pair can be entangled
in multiple degrees of freedom [14]. Entanglement-based
QKD can also allow Alice and Bob to double the distance
over which they can exchange keys by having the photon
source in between them [15].
The increase in distance between sender and receiver
has been the main benefit of entanglement QKD proto-
cols [16], namely for fibre-based quantum channels. How-
ever, here, we seek to utilize it differently. We consider
the case where Alice is the source of the entangled pho-
tons, and therefore, Alice and Bob do not need to con-
sider the photon source being potentially compromised.
After generating the entangled photons, Alice performs
a projective measurement in one of the two chosen mu-
tually unbiased bases (MUB) on the idler photon, and
sends the signal photon to Bob. This implementation
behaves like a prepare-and-measure scheme but employs
an entangled source. The benefit of using the entan-
gled source this way is that Alice can rapidly generate or
“prepare” high-dimensional modes simply by performing
a local measurement. QKD, when implemented in high
dimensions, can allow for higher information density per
photon [17], as well as an increased error tolerance [18, 19]
but is limited by the difficulty in generating and detecting
the high-dimensional modes. While using higher dimen-
sions has been a large interest in the field of research
[20–22], traditional qubit-based protocols remain the fo-
cus of attempts to bring QKD to the mainstream [23, 24]
thanks to the relative simplicity of generating and detect-
ing 2-dimensional polarization modes.
By allowing Alice to “prepare” Bob’s photon via a

local measurement process, the challenge of generating
high-dimensional modes is significantly reduced. The de-
tection challenges are also significantly reduced with the
advent of event-based time-tagging single-photon cam-
eras that have been developed over recent years[25, 26].
In this work, we use the conjugate properties of posi-
tion and momentum of a photon pair generated through
SPDC [27]. We show that with this method, we can
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FIG. 1. Conceptual setup for position-momentum QKD. Position-momentum entangled photon pairs with orthogonal
polarization are created via Type-II SPDC by Alice who keeps the vertically polarized idler photon locally and sends the
horizontally polarized signal photon to “Bob”. For detection at the two parties, the photons are randomly split to be measured
in one of the two MUBs, either in position or momentum, by time-tagging cameras. Finally, the two parties compares their
measurement bases via a classical channel to create their secret key. Inset on the top left shows the measured position and
momentum correlations in the horizontal direction. Correlations in the vertical direction looks near identical to that of the
horizontal direction.

generate distinct modes capable of supporting QKD up
to a 545-dimensional Hilbert space. While not a record
for any degree of freedom [28], as far as we are aware,
this is the highest dimensionality yet achieved for spa-
tial encoding, and can potentially be further increased
by considering the additional degree of freedom of time
of arrival or time-bins [29]. This high number of di-
mensions leads to a high error rate and we find the best-
performing configuration in terms of information density
to be 90 modes in position (x) and momentum (k) allow-
ing for 5.07 bits per photon coincidence. We also consider
the effects of different orderings of the optical modes on
performance due to the contrast between our cartesian-
based measurement device, and the cylindrical symmetry
of the propagating beams.

II. METHODS

A. Experimental Design

The conceptual setup for realizing very high-
dimensional QKD via position-momentum entangled
photons is shown in Figure 1. High-dimensional
position-momentum entangled photon pairs with orthog-
onal polarization are created via Type-II SPDC by Alice.
Using a polarizing beamsplitter (PBS), the vertically po-

larized idler photon is kept locally by Alice and the hor-
izontally polarized signal photon is sent to Bob. At both
ends, the quantum states of the photons are randomly
measured in one of two mutually unbiased bases (MUB)–
either position or momentum–using time-tagging cam-
eras. Rather than using external random number gen-
erators, the randomness in the position and momen-
tum mode of the photon pair is naturally given by their
position-momentum entanglement and the randomness
of the MUB selection is achieved using 50:50 beam split-
ters (50:50 BS). Finally, over a classical channel, Alice
and Bob compare and identify the matching bases in
their measurement to form a shared secret key, and ap-
ply error correction and privacy amplification to ensure
security. A detailed experimental setup can be found in
the Supplementary Materials.
The expected correlation widths in position δx and mo-

mentum δk can be approximated according to [30, 31]:

δk ≈ 1/(2σp) δx ≈
√

2αLλp

π
, (1)

where σp is the pump beam width, L is the crystal length,
λp is the pump wavelength, and α = 0.455 is a con-
stant factor from the Gaussian approximation of the sinc
phase matching function. Thus, to achieve very high-
dimensional position-momentum entanglement, a colli-
mated pump laser, with a large beam waist, should be
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used to pump a thin nonlinear crystal in order to ensure
high position and momentum correlation. For this ex-
periment, L = 1mm, λp = 405 nm and σp = 0.12mm
(0.28mm FWHM). Our σp is limited by the transverse
dimension of the crystal, which is 1mm× 2mm.
We measured a correlation width of δk = 5.5 ×

10−3 µm−1 and δx = 8.4µm (Figure 1 inset), this is in
rough agreement with the approximate correlation width
of δk = 4.2× 10−3 µm−1 and δx = 11µm as given by (1).
For our system, a singles rate of 760× 103/s and a co-

incidence rate of 38×103/s was measured by the camera.
For the results presented in the following sections, a data
acquisition time of 100 seconds was used.

B. Quantum key distribution analysis

We consider the position basis x and the momentum
basis k as conjugate variables, linking via a Fourier trans-
form, and therefore mutually unbiased [32]. When the
idler photon is projected onto one of these bases, infor-
mation is gained about the state of the signal photon in
that same basis, but lost in the conjugate basis. We ex-
ploit this property to investigate how the position and
momentum of photon pairs generated via SPDC can be
used in quantum key distribution.

The simplest entanglement-based QKD protocol to
consider is the high-dimensional BB84 protocol [9].
When implemented with entangled photon sources, it is
often referred to as the BBM92 protocol [33]. In this pro-
tocol, two mutually unbiased bases are used, each con-
sisting of d modes that define the dimensionality of the
scheme. When the signal and idler photons are measured
in the same basis by Bob and Alice, respectively, they
are expected–due to entanglement–to yield the same out-
come. A mismatch in their outcomes indicates an error,
which may have been introduced by a potential eaves-
dropper. By monitoring the error rate and setting an
acceptable threshold, Alice and Bob can ensure the es-
tablishment of a secure key. Measurements performed in
different bases do not convey useful information and are
discarded during the sifting process. High-dimensional
QKD has a well-defined error tolerance, which increases
with the dimensionality of the protocol. After sifting–
where only measurement outcomes in the same basis are
retained–the final amount of information encoded per
photon is given by [34]:

R(e) = log2(d)− 2hd(e), (2)

where e is the quantum dit error rate (QDER) and
hd(e) = −elog2(e/(d − 1)) − (1 − e)log2(1 − e) is the
high-dimensional equivalent of the Shannon Entropy. By
setting (2) equal to zero and solving for e, one can find
the security threshold above which any additional errors
would lead to an insecure channel in which no keys can
be exchanged.

In order to calculate QDER, one must measure the
probability of detection matrix when Alice and Bob mea-

sure in the same basis. This detection matrix describes
the probability that Bob will measure a particular state,
given the state in which Alice’s photon is measured. With
this matrix (Cx,k), one can find the QDER as follows,

e = 1− 1

d
Tr(Cx,k). (3)

III. RESULTS

A. Mode Orderings

To evaluate the impact of mode structure and spatial
arrangement on the performance of a quantum key distri-
bution (QKD) protocol, we performed a sub-sampling of
the total number of pixels available in our detector. This
approach allowed us to investigate how different spatial
mode orderings and inter-mode spacing influence the sys-
tem’s error rates and overall performance. Specifically,
we examined three distinct configurations: (1) a Carte-
sian grid pattern aligned with the native pixel layout of
the detector, (2) an angled-grid pattern rotated by 45◦

relative to the detector’s orientation, and (3) a hexago-
nal layout, known for its efficient packing within circular
apertures.
Figure 2 shows the crosstalk measurements for three

different pixel-mode configurations with dimensions d =
4, d = 90, and d = 545. The corresponding quantum
dit error rates (QDER) were measured to be e = 0,
e = 5.95% and e = 31.8%, respectively, resulting in se-
cret key rates of R(e) = 2, 5.07, and 1.51 bits per photon.
These results highlight how increasing the dimensional-
ity can lead to higher error rates due to increased mode
overlap and crosstalk. Our initial hypothesis was that
the hexagonal mode arrangement would outperform the
other layouts by allowing denser and more uniform pack-
ing of spatial modes within the circular detection aper-
ture. This was expected to reduce inter-mode crosstalk
and consequently lower the QDER. The three mode or-
derings—Cartesian grid aligned with the detector pixels,
a hexagonal grid, and a grid rotated by 45◦—are shown
in the insets of Figure 2, where each white dot indicates
a pixel used as a spatial mode.
Contrary to our expectations, however, no particular

layout demonstrated a clear advantage over the others.
As shown in Figure 3, all three configurations yielded
comparable error rates when tested at similar dimension-
alities. This suggests that, within the regime tested, the
specific ordering of spatial modes does not significantly
impact QKD performance, and other factors—such as
inter-mode spacing or detector noise—may play a more
critical role.

B. Modes vs Error

The crosstalk matrices shown in Figure 2 represent
the detection probability distributions Cx,k across differ-
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FIG. 2. Crosstalk plots for differing dimensions, Cx,k. Each pixel that is used as a mode is highlighted with white in
the insets of the crosstalk arrays. a) Crosstalk array of the highest achieved dimension in which QKD could still be achieved in
the channel d = 545, e = 31.8%, R(e) = 1.51 bits/photon. This was achieved using a grid-shaped mode ordering rotated 45◦.
b) Crosstalk array of mode ordering which had the highest sifted key rate, d = 90, e = 5.95% R(e) = 5.07 bits/photon. The
modes were ordered in a hexagonal grid shape. c) Crosstalk array of the lowest error rate d = 4, e = 0, R(e) = 2 bits/photon.
In this case, the modes were ordered in a grid shape aligned with the detectors’ pixels.
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ent dimensionalities. In an ideal scenario with no er-
rors, when Alice and Bob measure in the same basis–
either (xi, xs) or (ki, ks)–the detection probability would
be unity along the diagonal elements and zero elsewhere.
In our implementation, each spatial mode corresponds
to an individual pixel on the detector. However, this
approach utilizes only a small fraction of the detector’s
active area. In the best case, just 12.7% of the available
4293 pixels are used as modes. As a result, when Alice
and Bob choose opposite measurement bases, the proba-
bility of both photons landing on predefined mode pixels
is low–with the probability proportional to (d/4293)2 for
any dimension d, assuming uncorrelated detection po-
sitions. Conversely, when both parties measure in the
same basis, a photon detected on a mode pixel by Alice
is highly likely to have its pair detected on the corre-
sponding mode pixel by Bob.

As the protocol’s dimensionality increases, the spatial
separation between neighboring modes decreases, lead-
ing to greater overlap and an increase in cross-talk er-
rors. Consequently, the quantum dit error rate rises with
dimension. Despite this, the sifted key rate initially in-
creases with dimensionality and peaks at d = 90, sug-
gesting this to be the system’s optimal operating point
in terms of balancing key rate and error performance.

The optimal operating dimension of the QKD system is
fundamentally linked to the number of spatial modes–or
the Schmidt number–of the SPDC source. This number
characterizes the intrinsic entanglement dimensionality
of the photon pairs generated and is determined by the
properties of the nonlinear crystal and the spatial and
spectral characteristics of the pump laser. In essence,
the Schmidt number sets an upper bound on the num-
ber of usable orthogonal modes. Therefore, to reliably
implement QKD at higher dimensions, it is necessary to
employ an SPDC source with a correspondingly higher
Schmidt number, which will require engineering both the
crystal and the pump conditions appropriately based on
(1). The Schmidt number for position-momentum entan-
glement is given by K = 1

4 (δkδx + 1
δkδx

)2 [31], which for
the measured δx and δk of our system gives K = 118.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work, we explored the advantages of integrat-
ing an entangled photon source into a hybrid quantum
key distribution (QKD) system that combines features of
both entanglement-based and prepare-and-measure pro-
tocols. Our implementation leverages the transverse spa-
tial degrees of freedom—specifically position and momen-
tum—to encode information in high-dimensional quan-
tum states. We demonstrated the ability to passively
generate quantum states residing in Hilbert spaces of
up to 545 dimensions while maintaining reliable quan-
tum communication between two parties. This high-
dimensional encoding not only enhances the robustness
and security of the QKD system but also significantly

FIG. 3. Effect of increased dimensions on the sifted
key rate and the Qdit error rate (QDER). Above) Plot
of the sifted key rate vs dimension. Below) Plot of the QDER
vs dimension. Different mode orderings are shown to perform
similarly for error rate and subsequently key rate in all di-
mensions up to d = 545. The maximum error rate at which
QKD could theoretically be implemented for each dimension
is shown in the gray area of the lower plot and is denoted as
the “Security Threshold”.

improves its information capacity. Notably, we achieved
an information density of 5.07 bits per photon using a 90-
dimensional protocol, thereby demonstrating a substan-
tial increase in channel capacity compared to traditional
two-dimensional approaches. While our efforts have fo-
cused on maximizing the number of accessible spatial
modes in the system, we have not simultaneously opti-
mized the total number of detected photon pairs. As pre-
viously discussed, our approach assigns only one pixel per
mode, which inherently limits the number of usable co-
incidence events—particularly in lower-dimensional pro-
tocols. For example, in the case of a 4-dimensional im-
plementation, out of the approximately 3.8 million total
photon pairs recorded over a 100-second data acquisi-
tion window, only 278 pairs contributed to key gener-
ation. This low yield could be improved by increasing
the spatial extent of each mode, thereby encompassing
more pixels per mode; however, this comes at the cost
of higher cross-talk and increased error rates due to re-
duced spatial separation between adjacent modes. In
contrast, for higher-dimensional implementations such as
the 545-dimensional case, the increased mode density led
to 52, 726 photon pairs contributing to key generation,
demonstrating the advantage of working in larger Hilbert
spaces. One straightforward approach to increase the de-
tected pair rate in lower dimensions is to reduce mode
overlap by engineering the pump beam and nonlinear
crystal parameters to increase the Schmidt number. This
would lead to a broader range of distinguishable modes
and more effective use of the camera pixels. Another sig-
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nificant limiting factor is the quantum efficiency of the
single-photon camera used in our experiment, which is
currently only about 8% [35]. With recent and ongoing
advancements in single-photon imaging technologies [36],
we anticipate that this limitation will be significantly alle-
viated in the near future, enabling higher detection rates
and more efficient key generation across all dimensional-
ities.

Due to the non-uniform intensity distribution of the
photons in both position bases, the detected spatial
modes exhibit varying count rates, leading to an im-
balance in the number of events per mode. This non-
uniformity can be partially addressed during the sifting
process by normalizing the detection counts–specifically,
by discarding events from modes with higher count rates
to equalize the contribution across all modes. However,
this approach sacrifices valuable data. A more efficient
alternative could involve designing or selecting spatial
mode shapes that inherently produce uniform count rates
across the modes, thereby maximizing the utilization of
all detected events. Such an optimization could enhance
the efficiency of QKD protocols using the position (x) and
momentum (k) degrees of freedom derived from sponta-
neous parametric down-conversion (SPDC) sources. The
observed count distribution is intrinsically linked to the
phase-matching conditions of the nonlinear crystal used
in the SPDC process. This typically results in a con-
figuration where fewer pixels are needed to define modes
near the center of the distribution, while modes in the pe-
riphery require binning of a larger number of pixels – as-
suming that counts are uniform for both regions’ modes.
Optimizing the spatial mode definitions in this way could
not only improve mode uniformity but might also reduce
cross-talk between neighboring modes—further increas-
ing the fidelity of the key distribution process.

Another promising avenue for future research in-
volves exploring spatial modes beyond the pixel ba-
sis, such as shape-invariant modes like Laguerre-Gauss
and Hermite-Gauss modes. These modes benefit from
well-established spatial mode sorting techniques [37–40],
which can provide a robust and scalable framework for
high-dimensional quantum communication [41]. A com-

parative study between the performance of pixel-based
modes and analytically defined spatial modes in terms of
channel capacity, error rates, and experimental practical-
ity would be of considerable value.
We anticipate that this hybrid entanglement / prepare-

and-measure approach can be represented in other de-
grees of freedom, such as Laguerre-Gauss modes [42, 43],
where the fast and efficient generation and detection of
such modes in high dimensions is typically more chal-
lenging. In particular, we envision that this technique
could serve as a foundation for rapidly generating and
detecting LG modes, a well-established platform for high-
dimensional QKD [41, 44], and thus further enhance the
capacity and security of quantum communication net-
works.
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SUPPLEMENTARY

A. Experimental setup
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FIG. 4. Experimental setup(a) Experimental setup for
position-momentum QKD. LP-filter: long-pass filter, BP-
filter: band-pass filter, PBS: polarizing beam-splitter, HWP:
half-wave plate (b) Image captured on camera of the position
and momentum planes of SPDC.

The experimental setup for demonstrating high-
dimensional QKD via position-momentum entangled
photons is shown in Figure 4 (a). Due to possessing
only a single time-tagging camera (TPX3CAM) [25, 26],
it is used as the detector for both Alice and Bob for
this experimental demonstration. In practice, at least 2,
preferably 4, such cameras should be used, one for each
party (for 2 cameras) or one for each MUB at each party
(for 4 cameras).
Source at Alice: Position-momentum entangled pho-

ton pairs with orthogonal polarization are generated at a
rate of approximately 13 × 106 photon pairs per second
by pumping a 1mm thick Type-II ppKTP crystal with a
40mW collimated 405 nm CW laser having a beam width
of 0.28mm FWHM at the crystal plane. The orthogo-
nally polarized photons are separated using a polarizing
beam-splitter (PBS) with one photon kept by Alice and
the partner sent to Bob.
Detection at Alice and Bob: The polarization of

each photon is rotated by π/4 using half-wave plates
(HWP), so at the PBS each photon will have a 50% prob-
ability of being detected in one of the two MUBs, position
or momentum. A 50:50 beamsplitter can be used here in-
stead for the same effect, we used a PBS combined with
HWPs to have control over the photon splitting ratio.
A square mirror is used to recombine the four beams
onto the camera, where the two beams to be measured
in the position plane pass over the mirror unaffected, and
the two beams to be measured in the momentum plane
are reflected by the mirror onto the camera. As seen in
Figure 4 (b), the camera sensors are slit into four quad-
rants, with the left two quadrants used as the detector
for ALice’s MUBS and the right two quadrants used as
the detector for Bob’s MUBS.
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Imaging lenses were used to image the near-field (po-
sition plane) of the ppKTP crystal onto the camera with
a magnification of ∼ 5 times and image the far-field (mo-
mentum plane) onto the camera with a demagnification
of ∼ 5 times.
A singles rate (number of detected signal or idler pho-

tons) of 758× 103/s and a coincidence rate of 38× 103/s

was measured by the camera. The background, con-
sisting of environmental background and detector dark
counts, is measured to be around 91 × 103/s. Together,
this gives a total detection efficiency of ∼ 5.3% for
the experimental setup. The detection efficiency of the
TPX3CAM is 8% [35], details on data processing of the
raw camera data can be found in [35, 45].
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